Dear Lon, 


l/lo/<J5 

If coriaiatoncy ia tho hbogoblin of snail minds, tlxero in noticing emall- 
ndnded about J'udgo tfcalla, who wrote tha dociaio n in Sarto's case against 
Jack. In it, -bout a month before he allied tlio decision in my case (ll/2 vs 
12/7) ho wrote 1 

“It ia shamcf ul that Benedict Arnold wan a traitor, but he wan not a 
shoplifter to boot, *w& one should not have boon able to nnko that charge vddlo 
knowing: its falisty with impunity. 11 quoted from Law V/ock 12/26/84# 2561. 

But in my cane, he permitted the BJ, "while/ know" their "falsity" to more 
than lie about mo with impunity: ho rewarded them for it! 

You will romonber the? lio about th judge "closely observing" no for tlia 
five years of the litigation during which he never once obuo.vod no with Jim. 

If you have not read the petition I sent you, there is another major one, and I 
use th no tv/o because they are specif io In *Vrk "‘V^h-is brief for mo. It is aa 
big a lie aa, I ouppose, is possible in (in FOIA caao. Ilie sum© DJ lawyer 
eliminated entirely the two parragre phs of ono of ny requests and tola tho khxh± 
court, Scalia and tho two others, that the request consisted exclusively of 
Jim 1 a few introductory words. inquest itself i-\ tho tv/o parograplis tho 
lawyer told tho court are not included. 

If this does not provide Jack with a peg or amusement, it nays much 
’about Scalia as a "judge,” and certainly validates my comment about political 
activism in the guise of judicial decision. 

For that matter, the entire pahal in tty caso is not hobgoblinod because 
tho nspiQ thyerrt judges decided in Shaw v . two days before my decision, 
that tho FjXL affi/ant^ whose f*ilsohoodo they accepted, was not competent, yet 
they accepted 1dm in my case where ho had no other qualification than tho one 
they rejected in Shaw (clip opinion, page l£i "Since tho affiant/ (Phillips) / 

wao only a oupox^viaor If the Kocorda Management Division of tho Bureau* s 
Freedom of Ird'oriuation/frlvact Acts Section, and did not claim any personal / 
kicaxiscdSK participation i.i --he iixvcotigation. Ids assertion:* cannot bo aaaumo 
to have been made upon personal knowledge. 11 The. "investigation" ia tho same 
in both cases, J1‘K aai^sin&tion investigation. 

1*11 not familiar with background, rathor I'vo forgotten it. Wilkoy 

was appointed during a GOP ackainictrationiifroia DJ , whence *^eagon appointed Sealia. 
The 1XT is so often sitting in judgment upon itself! (Boric vn<\ Starr in another 
of my recent cuaes, Bork of the Saturcbvy Light liassacro scandal, deogan appointees. ) 

When X was young the papers would be screaming about such judicial misconduct* 
how corruption is commonplace and accepted. 


il:St Wi.ihOO, 


